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(iii) cffl irfforc t % 

33 Ft^f i 


MtH 


(iv) 5M ^ fcPj v^h«R« 51 #ii 3 #^ 33 «n^^t I 


2-2 ^ 3*iIW< u i 3* ezrr^nsft «r?r nte ftnj ^rft ^r af^fe ft>3T tI 


3. £ 5m 3fttf ^5t jrft ^ sftftRT I ^ 33 ^ yfaRMi 

^ 3 ft ^rt % m 4 ^ sft l atq^M <tft sftta afa 33T 33 W3T33£#£ grer 3ft q£ 3f^n ftHi^iy 

3n3*ft««c; t: 


43*t4kll 

W3Wll43fl<H 

'■ ^ I4<iid gM 3)T 3^n?R agc3 1999 t 3TT3*3 

wi tn 3fr? / vftrppfta 33 3i^ arrf#^ 

J(^lc1»t atN^H *) £| ^eMIlf'S^l *) \Jcix|<| / 33 c3^T3 % 3Rkf £ 

ilerm^Tef^^mr^Twnrf %, 

3m fcr 3n^ftn 33IJ3T ^ *r 3ftfor arc^M ^rrf (ifcrc 
3tR HS7T 3fi?3 arft 3TH) 33 ?£W3 % J 

1 1 

1 

1 

2 - ^^3, ^\**t918 3> 31* 3n^3Mf 5 ^RR 3 ) 1 $pj 6 £<3 

$3) £ ftpft 3} 1,2,6 3fT3 8 §T3T y^Hdd %tt \ 3 T 3 ^ f 

1 3fl3 ^cf t* *A 3fa 5 gI 3 T Tmft v^T 3 # 

tl 

3^d3d ? 1 

3. 'AM’Wctl / ^n^'tidii^'ftiiil 3> IcH» *$?F? 3 TT^ 3 fc^ 35 ^^ 

3Tcft ^ePTftt £<jft 33 <3315? ujft) £ | £Rft 'dftWrft 

ft^rft cf3*^-t3 cfft tfloft Wll4) vj}«f 33 cT 3 l£ 

uf|(t £ cR ft ft^ft 3^*13 3*PJ313n^#^t gT 3 T cPTH? 33 
ajrc^ftftft g73I ^3 m 3t HcfT$ «fft £ 3jfr? ^333)3} ITT?! \3cTT^ J3J 
^£33, 3foR-3Rr3 cft-idl 3f3ft^T 3RT*13l ^F B 3 f{ 3 ? ^ 
%> ftr? 33wrafT^3M / sm pputt t^t 

^ ^ 1 ^ 5ra7T? ^ m ^33^ % ftl 3 , 3Tcf3- 

ararr 5731 , ^ 53 % 3R% ^ 3^3 ^Rt 33 31533*13 wti 

s^rar y^Rr4gT t$> B3> vift ^ ^ 313 4 j 

^ ’33335^1 SI3T Wnftqt 33 cfT^ ^Trt £ | u|9 
^tM 33^^£^3tor>3e^Bt^£ i 
3? 3^R ^ 3^ff afR ^Pt snft % igVcR i#I % fay 3I33T3I 
33JTcTI £ I 

3TS3?f£ 1 

Ir 

^ 1 ^ IM 3T«nftvi 1 3^r 3ft^r 

ftn? 33T3 H3f^t 3)1 3 tH y^«? 3 ) 3 ^ fc||>| 6 e 
WH ?3eRT £ j ffjftftJ f^ft 33 ft?Rpr % ftp? ^3 

3fl|3M 3)^33) 3^ £v 3 3TT3Mftt ^ 3 ft 3ri3«l«{{dl 3 R 3 H 
93H Wti % ftqr, 33333 3fS3ft % 3TM3 33 20 3)ft ^ 

4(1) 3B cJ)<n g R> 3Tft3j 3R<ST 353 H Mgt^d WT| 

1999 £ 333*3 §3TT «fl i 3^»33 2000 ^ 3?e5 3^3 

% 3^3) 3RH £f ^ afrr Tf^ ^3^ % 

PtHCl'l^j ft^j fe# 33333.3T?Hfrl 3)t 3^ 3TR?3^fT 3£r «£ 1 
d'W ^ifdfqft ^ foiv; }l^c<6 r V3^3T3n£3fT^ yjpg^ % 
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400/- m 40 

600/- % fatfftd 3PTR ^Tcft ^TFT ^TWT ^ ^ ft I 
5?7 5? «RTHI 41 JH#TCJ ^RT fa 3TRfara> anjfc ^ t»V*4W 
fa^4l€t arr^ 1-fat ?^Hranft#£t ft? 4 >^*k w*tist y$wn 
^rar an ??r ft 15^> 4 ^ftWier 4 5uft, JpnHTanfttfttft, 
<44 efifafcil / tit *h 3sfta?r ?*(?<raitf4f)<9 % fa? 

16% 3ffcfa XRR cpficlt 3n^?T t, fa^ m t?4 w 

Si^Rcw % fa? 4?4i)& ?>t afa ^ ??raf ^rar ft i 
4?H$d q>4^ft 4t, ^fa ftt frEt^R Stefald Wtft> faq? 4, 
?«i?<Hauj4 t < 5 sft atfofttw 5=fa gm 3tfoft<M 

?fa JI<M fort? faft <»t4 *1$ dddJ l 


fa?, 5ft 20 W 3>yRft>fa? ?o. 400/- m 40 tfl te?Pg?H4s 

fa? ?*. 600 /- «n ator ?^?^if|4tg ) / 4?*4£) 44 to fa? 

^RH *JT, 4???4 3J^rg^Fff fa 18 fa+W 1998 4 3T?Pfa 

E i foft fcstftot arjg# tot «iht i-tot (^ 4 *n4 / *ntf 3 ^m, 
tot? st44to 4/ ^sfa tot nftfeftft) ^ansifarw I?? 
gsi ^h?? 2000 $ ton n4t sn#ra> g^ft^r? 
to3^4i6%^;PCT*ttot*to«?r i 

(U) m^ftt t faaN?HvA4)/ 

sm toifea ?s4 / ^atft 434 ?fefefe4 % fa?totofcftfa g 
9$p& ^ ft I 4??*l4 §RT }t^«xo vJH'WW-faPiftoe 

Rftfft, <d«09Y«K4, 4^4 3fa^t4 4 4cf c!4» S?Jeari4 to=T, 
4«t)$ck */i<^ik^ to4, *&s<3 tofap? anfa sht 4 fa^r ^r 
*?! i ^i t t't41'^f tot 3^«<n 4 faftRfe fto*« ft I 

W1& SHI ftulRtJ £*/>■ ^ 5l4 cw> <t>l Jrjp<i> *jct 'hH ^ fo'ttl ^ 
W W?R §({ 3^RT / TOlft 3WR % I 

(iit) % Ion? qm 1-^ (^ % w& a#l^ ^ 

«/r mrfan 4 wm t Mftiftfe I, 15 2000 

4 sw!# ^nrfrfecr 3 ^ 20 tfte 40 3Ste ^ hw^ 

4 mm-, m. 400V- 4 464/- aft? « eoo/- 4 

tw Tftn t l ??T SWR, ^<UII^#!t SRT 3Sft^H ^Wl % 

fa? 16 % ato ytn ^gr hpt €>wi4r % anfr«i$HN t ! 

(iv) A 3fH vKprtt^t SHI 4M % 

’iRnHFm % '«gqb jib'wH % faw 4 15 'ox^t 2002 

affe^cHI % RS2R % ^?T fa^fRI sftl4 '^‘Pix an fasr t 
fa 1RR 'nfeftffe ^ fa? % 

3i^5?> 4 3(fem #n i amw 2001 4 w?fant#tt shi 
t& afa 4 39faw 4 r 4 % fa? 4t 9 *i 4 fapr^ ?4 
?h?* mi44)A 3 ^p % fan fan *n afa yRTFT y? apft 

rW ^eMR «n) f I |K 9^H, *f? Wff t fa 9^ 


9»iHH*n4^fa??j4t^WcT^5?4 I 

(v) ^fa ?^3n^t€r m\ jt^c«p w?l n^ (qt»K 4 h 4 4> 
faitfat fant *m t, 5^fa? shi 

laivqFPn W3ffefRW3^5^ ^?fat3fas?^ ^I #>| 

^sr i wws?>% v^Sft^ a>r 3 ^?^ •Hvftfaa faRF ^n??i si? 
af5*ftfar s4 *r ^j*wH ^>44 I 


» fa? ^5. 600/- % 4 JWH ^ dffiHoft sht m 4 oft ^ qfat 
?pth ?Ciftft4 l % fa? t nH c H wrfo % angR Pwtftd fa? 
m t fHfa? 16% affcto ^?4 m fafH 
4^1 i' I agy ^, WIBi l ^Wt 1jfa4 fa4f 44f «lf fa 
% «^H4t 4» ?rab 416% arf&foEf ^Ictr ^h4 
?4 ^ 4 I 


6. ^fa ^?=WRT 4, WT ^<t g? 

?^ aicPT m&H wrfai 3 r 4 % fa? ?4?wi44tS % 
3?w vm mvR fam t, ?#?h 34hwi 445 m 
cer?r wi9%i Rft 4 I i?r 4 IVrt 
44wre53Tfagaft4tcqR4?gni3i? \ 



6. mi 49 cfa fa ^fa vfa^ffCt «ff$WWR! B, 

tR ?>t s^5?> #n ^51%?, t i 

fti 4 4 tfapfa 4 jt ?tr ■flfaf ^ 4ar 

cjpj,t l *f? «H9 4 ^4ter % an$fr ft ^t? ^1??*r4 4 

■spT^fapn 3?4ftR ft t 
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4. 0RT R3>R3 4 TTtptf RJ337^ 24 33*3R 2003 3$ yift3)R u l 4) 333^73 4 3TT4ft73 34 3^ «¥f I RTg33 TJ33I^ 4, 

3ft 3s[ # ; 


(i) 

(ii) 

(iii) 

(iv) 

(v) 

(vi) 


v33igR ^fg 

(i) 4 r34c 4 / 3lft3> 3)#34 4) 'TOR RR ft*f 37393 RR^T 37 rA f I GJ3 ^3V»R131l4#<4 3fft3> 3>#34 

RR ftcf RR^JrTiPRHl %, eft 0R?4) 3T3tJ3R 2002 33) R>. 400/- #4 ^t^TRIR cPTRT 337 277 I 

(ii) 03 RRtol 4 037$ 3R373 4> ST^RITR, R. 400/- # 44 $ # 03 3# Mf 4) ftp? ^vH3Hj(#< 4 3ft R5. 464/- 377 ^3373 
%43?r4 ? 

(iii) 3ft iO03>f 4 3Rj<«t4 ft3T R5TTTT #R 0# 34 jR ti3\*RI31l£#(4 3ft # 3TT^##I 531eR % foTR, ft)R 3# 3f43R 
0^307 30$ 4> ftfR 37 30) 4 v3# 4) feRR f 3) ft)R 3R #, #4-#4 3R^4 4ft7R | 

5.1. ^RTTft) RTg^rf RfTRlf 4 ftf37 337 *3, 4 r 34<4 4 PinlciR^d ftg# RR ftrfkd 33R JR^T 3 >r 4 3?f 

R7e7T0 <4 3$ # : 

(i) 0RT 3T3 3ft gfe 35$ % 3l4 4 / £3) 4 3)4 JT37c73 % feTR 3R 4>30T R®ft / 36)4 % ftfR t I 

(ii) R3RR73T7fR44 3?lR 4R34# 4> 3H^4l# y0«3 % ftfR ft# 3)7 3)ldd)H 4> STJRTTR ft3R u l I 0Rf4) RTW # 0R7 

3ftR R3RRT377 ^rM 07RT T*3> ^R7$ 4) fc^H? Rgftdd 3)*4d4 3ft RRsRT, 37# 3^ 033^ 3R, #R ^Hk'ROtl^)^ 
0TR7 ## <?4 RR 'cllRdft4) 373 4> ft33 4 f^4Ro| vnftd ^TT TTlfti? i 

5.2. R5rR 4 4 r*i 4«A % P|4-4fe*RsTc1 ft3R3 RR^3 ftv37 :- 

(i) #j34# 4 ftftrn $3 rt t I ^fR WRT3n|4t£ ^trt ^ ^r$ rA s/Ir ^ an|#<^ 3^RRt % 
3FRRFT ^ Tifclfofr 31^ 1999 $T 3TfW 41 i 

(ii) RRRRWl44)^t SIR! '4^'1'SI<A 4> 3t 1^414) 3T3?4 3$ R’1R'H3Tr44)<A 34 $cf ofl^T RT. 4 sflR 5 RR 3?RRH ^?4 % f^F* 

WI 3131, 1999 % fq^MjR 1999 33) 4) 3^35 % 3RETTR RR, ^FRFft 2000 4 f^RT W S?T I 

(iii) rm !Ji^0iA % argrfte^ 4, ^3> rrrrr RR5ter sm® 4 3n3T s4r ^rt% argrriR 3 ? TM 3 fA^r w?nfe 

TRTR^4l<4 ^r 4t3M, m$\ spjpft 4 r rr ^ <jrt$ ^ f$nj 3?f4w 3T3 r 4 ( 3?^d4 ) % fepf, 20 ^ % 
f$TR 400/ 3?TR 40 ^ % 14r 600/- 33IR ®3nj4 I 

(iv) vRR 344 3?)R R3RR?3TT^R%4 ^TRT 43TR 53FT 35R4 % f^R JRJR35 3f3^3R 2000 cT45 RFTFT ^ afT I 4RRir4 4 3<n3R 

2000 4, R3RRt3t^4t<A % ftfR R3> 3M3 W ^ j> 4rT4^ % 9 ^c3> ^ 4 16% Slfos, SI&^fAd %31 3T I 

RR^RTIR, 3H^rM 3 ?RtR 4> ftlR R3RR13TlfRM 5F^3) 4> STpriR, R^4 / ^Jl4 34 3$, 20 4^3 3 >^3R 4> fefR 
«. 464 1- 3?)R 40 3>te 3)^3R 4) fe\T 696/- cRHT^ vj|4 ®4f I 

(v) R3RRT3nt#^t 4, 3 T||rM 3)-43Rl % ittRcH 4) fcTR gTRI, 33^1 1999 4 3T3^3R 2002 33) 3T3& % fcRR 

RR^Rf f&R 3R f4c4 3?[, 3^ |fR 3^53) % RRl4t3R % f43T, ^TdH 3)R f^TT I R3RRf3fT^4t4t 4, W3R 2002 4 313^R 
2003 d3) 3 H^rM 3F^3Rt % 3^RcT3 % feTR gTRT JRgcT feR iJR f4o4 3)T, f444 3^53) 34 TTR 4 RT% Rt3)4 

1R. gOHR 3?R 1^37 I 30 R3> RWT3F33 4 rr 4)<^ RWf4 % 143114)31 W | 1 30 434 3^ Rlf^T 40.40 

®34t f 

(vi) R3RRf3n^fM 4 W® f^T3 30cft 3R 3f^J3R 2002 4 ^3731 23 I 0Rl4 3l4ol 2001 4 to3R 2002 33) 34 313^ % 

16% f34<A 3T?^ 34 33 4 23.54 trt® r?r4 33 414^3 ^ 1 

(vii) 773^14 34 3 i3ri 4) t aflR 3 p4 3 ^ 16% 34 43pn4^t 3$ r<43)|4 r# t I rrrrtot^rM 4 ^r^rta 

331 t f^ 30 3R3n RWffe 4) yfrl^IMR 4) fcTR 35F34R 4) 3TRT 4 3f]R | RRRR73 T^r 44 4 3)011 ft) 3? 

4, 3R4 5^03) 4) 3TgR?TR 16% ^ft3i RR 33IR 43T 3?[R 4 ^m4<D 3T34r 34, 4R344 4 RWfecl 3T3R1 
TNT3 T^rM (% $34) RR 3 RR?4 RTcRT0 4 Rl^TT 4 I 34^ ftft^ 44t 3R 30 3)0 ^3)71 ft) 7JRl4) ftflj ft)# 
R3) 34 Rmftcf 37# (4R34#/7J3RR73fTf4t# 34 RFlftcT) RRRT^T 35RT3T 3fcf gft3>® t I 


03, A^r44 34 3 Tt4rM R0R7T3 4) fa? 3ig4)ftd 3 ^p 3) ^ 303IR 3R ft® RR^T ^r 4 ^ I 03, 4^3*4^ 4 4cf 

^ / 3l4 3R 3R 33R <R3 t4 # I 

vT;-t4)<A # 4RR3A 0TRT 3R3R 4 33T t f 

03 '3T34 % ft) #w4 ^f4d4d / 37FFT- 3TcT3 333143# RR ^3T3-ft43 3# 35R3T I 0# 3333 034 RRt#3>RU f 
37374 I 

373R7 R3RRT37I*[4tt?t 4) ftfR 3T 4^344 4 t fcPJ, 30 RTRTf43) 3# 4 I ftfttcf 31# 4 03 4r3#4 % 313# 33 4 

R0R33 3)RA f I 0374 50R3R ®T33 3# 334# I 0RfftfR 4 rH#< 4 34 3# R?p3) 437 37%R I 

03 J373R 4) ftlR 4R3#4 4 R3TR 3RJ0r4 4) ftl^ 03TRT, 3R RR, 4r3## 4 3)4^ RRR3R 33#3T 3# 4 I 
3f3^3R 2002 33) RK# 3# RR 337R 3 33137 ftfft#3 ;ijfe % | 0Jr4 37R37 3737 4r3#4 % R7734 R® ft^T % I 

3T3^J3R 2002 4 R). 464/- 4) 3fT3TR RR 03 ^R3) ftef # #3 ^4) f I 
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(vm) 96 7743fto7, 9 ^^ 777744 * 775 * 4 , ^4^ 9 ft 7949$^ 7mlftaftP97 9n 779547 $ 116% 

3P$t d9> 95tif TTTTlftRT 7t4$?ldl 4^f t 1 46 ?P?4 ft) 3 % iffa# 99 36794 9ffft TOT $, 677 

*n?f 9>tgfe9)747 Ifa9 )[?rm 4^f fW$ 14ft ^ t) 16% ajft9>97t473917 ^chi# 

976% £ cd % ?7F 474^ 97t 379^7 2002 d ^ ^ vf) 37? ^Tf $ i 

(ix) W773n^?)<f| % ^t, vm?{ 2003, 37479 2003 3^7 $74*97 2003 47$ % ftp? MT#l 971 %> 373797 399H 

fWt I 

(X) 9>^4V 97^ 7* 4*fe 4T (3flf7M 9p£47f %9c7 7n. 1300/- W& f) %) ftp? cTT^ftfocT 

20 4>ft9»^47%ftp?3fl7 7i>.600/r- 40 qfld <S4>47 % ftp? 9^*f 
76r t sfa 4ft ?>) 20 $tz ?k£ 4? ftp? w. 464/- 3?l740 9)id 9>^47 % ftp? 75. 696/- 9§t 

97 t7 'hmm 7fti3it % ftp> '^■'fctH 9f^ eft 46 3t«fe<n 3T3ftt7$97 ( 

{») TprcfHSn^fr# %, 49*97 2000 7*, ftfftp cP?4t 20 4^9 W&R & ftp? 7\ 464/- 3fl7 40 4)ft 9F&97 %> ftp? 

696/- 97Jo7 ftp*? % t9?ft> 9#% 5T7T JJ^lftid $57 57764) 47 vt^aM 9%20 4fc 9>«&77 % ftp? 75. 400/- 

3f)7 40 *m>-K % ftp? 75. 6O0/-9ft97^rg9c774ftj4I$f 

(xii) 3 #jM 367774 %g20 ^te3fr?40 4)fc % ftp? 954 * 7 : 75. 400/- aft? *>. 600/- <Nj57% $5 ftp? 

% Tiro ww? 7764ft t) ft>?r Tr^sterr 44377371^$$ 47 4fwi<t>i$) 4>79Hi t t 46 apjfaa $97 ft> ^rM 
3937737 I^tM 9% ^777* 7*1797 ftfcpTT 40, $57 If! 4 3fr? 5 47 4)^97) & 367774 % ftp? ftlpR 577^$ ^ 9^7 
97747 I t 

(xHi) 4ft #W$, WHnfM 97) 7) 16% 3Tft4) 47t ^ 4^r ^ 4>t a^qftf ttTT # % efr 4f 4ftHT ^ 

^ 4lft? I ^ 4WTfd #, WMT^l 4>1 cn54 % 4 3^ 5 4? y^ftdd ^PM % 3H^t$lil ‘D^H’d 4>t ^4 d 
ft^<0 y^<>4> fifyl -fllS'fl ^ 4^cf ft»>? '41^ ^ ) 

6.1 w TfjcRT ^T4ft ^ ftp? 4t? fttift % sr^ri?, ij^psi^M ?ft wi? ^ 4? y^RR % 

ftp? vF'ft} sTRT y^d ftp? 4*? 394 3PJ4PT 4)t o9pS9T «h^cl ^ ; Pf3^ftv7 ,J T y <J>^ ^fl? 4? 43P? ft> 497 ^5? W ui(?d4l<Tt % 

% 9F?d4 44 d yiftftt W?t 4^ 4f 4? aft Wasn^^t ^RT 9lftw»7 4 j1 5^c7 IPBI4 

^7t 7 44«pf 2000 % 9^ 3TF^% 4IE44%ftPfai'9l 497 47, 4Pft ^n ^ t i 

6.2 \ T 47?437Tf#& ^ S^d ft>7?:-' 

(i) 3, ?T^R9 3iy*7H y^d ^? / 733ft ^ 3|^ ^7 %g Vt ^nf ^rte7 3tt9Tef 3|ftlR*7 ^1GR4 

9?^ft4Rft>47S77 I 

(ii) ftj'fP 3?l>( gw ^vjKtt 9Jt ^?, ft^7 3)^*fld 9 1099 97t y^rl ft*v? 47? 

$ ifc 4? 46 3TT4R t ftf4 47 ^ ft4R ft?T^ fW 3fr? 15 49^47 2000 7* 447^1, ^^77377^ ^ % Tjgfiftd 

9*Jc9> ^7 377^77 47ftcT f^47 47 I 

7. '99R77 cTTef 4 tH *4777 % 474 d P?*^ft(fert 3rftft9ff ftwftftf 37^7 9^ ^ !- 

(i) »?*«i'H«ft^<9 ^ ftP? 3} j4lftd 3^4) ^ # ^57 3^7 ^?354 d 3Tff7M ^7 JTgTTR % ftp? 97 ftftfe 

4^f 9»t 4^ t t 37^dftc7 9$ ^ 377^7M 347 cR % ftp?, 20 9>^47 ^ 7?. 1508/ 3^7 40 9?fe 97^77 

75. 2262/- t, ft77l4 ft9fd% ftp? ^7 4^9 47^ d9? 49 3H97d9)^H7t^ 474^^77?^ 

jf)H d Igonjf «(ffto1 % 1 46 7$ft«T 97 4944377^7ft^ % y^c«b d “%9e7 3»l^7ft4) ^ ftp? 47^ % ^57 49) / ^ 47^ 

4^"iftfc7t i 

<ii) 49477377^7^ 5777, ^444^ 97t 3^9) TTTte % ftp? 3Pft 377^94 % 4^ 474 ^ 75*7 d JTT^cf 7474tT ft<J7«ft % 
37^7717 “^7 4^ff ^ ^ 3fl7 47 C4OT if M 3P^#lt^5n7?7fH %ftf4 9^37574 31744^ 991^ 4ft I 
(is) <94444 ) ^T 4 7^ % ftP? #7 4 # 44477371^^ % fcP? “^T 4^9 ^ ^ 7PE 3?t7 ^aPf 4" 4ftftft % ftp? 

3Jc74 7) 9)t^ 3^c9) 3fft7^d ftPTT 49T 1 

(Kf) 4H47f3H479^ % 5^59) ^ “47^ tiz&J&iit 47^" oftftfe % ftp? ar^tiftef 9720 9)fe 9)^47 % ftp? 75. 464/- 
i)740^995=^971> ftp?95. 696/- ftftfe^)4^t i 4697 ‘*^579^)9^^47^974" qftftft47 oTT^a #% I 
(v) 9P?4<M 3fr7 444773774 tM 5777, 49) ^ 37)7 ^ ^4% gTTT ygftdd 37^79# 9f94t ^ “fo 4^)9 ^ ^ 47 

®g^4” 4ftftft % ftp? 97747 7T64cf 97 20 ^^47 % ftivj 7). 400/ ^17 40 ‘©Id 979^47 % ftl4 600/- <rt*n4 

9fT% 4T%4 I 

(Vi) jnfeWT®) 9^474 47747 77644 97), 20 4)ft 9F%47 % ftp? 75. 400 1- 3fl7 40 ^47 % ftp? 7*. 600/- &J 7764ft 

H79d9)^ I 


8. a^ff44, 59^ al)7 ’6T9T ^97 ftl4 4^77 477)%4VH (47474) \ ST^Tfe ft)97 ^ ft) 4447R77^tM ^ 377^94 47 

34T9dT3d it 477^ 9)7^ % 979 # ft4R ft>4T 9fp? 9^5 4ft 44?437T|7M 94 9T9T 64 3Tft^74 5771 7#PT7 ft)47 9TI471 4T 
34)947 ^44^)^ ^k"3lft9) 5*444 9)7% % ftp? 9P4 g)% I 
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(iii) 


(iv) 


(v) 


. _ 

^ ggRR, srt gi'tiRw 3gg? ^ gg grftig wr it crph t <ft p^ gg g>git % gTi it 

gRTfa? PX? wrf % 3TIPR Pg STRWf fcpgT PPT f | ^flf^ ^ gPTgT t I P{? gtgjf XJgT 

g?R g4Mi ^ftp? 13?|g ^grgit osjDcpm gsrt gitsfk it 3rnjr^gp g^t pht po gTgpg I I 

VPggtfH^'dl^ PP gPPTP <RdH gifogRP £RT 3Tgp 3TT<t?I f^W 7 PP^Pg 2000 gRT 3R|JTTftp RPTP % (cRc^ u l 
sft^ gdg'd3«4'di<£t gRT 5RgcT gif 2000-01 3?R 2001-02 git ft#P % 3TMR gg f^jtftd ft>P[ PPT tJT | SORT*? 
^ gt gxf $> arm gsjcgr %bi Pgr gg 3^Hfoid grgit T?px?gT3?T^#& ^ PRPcftP ggjpg* gjI pgrpg 2002 3 gpftCT 
g^t Rpft aft I TppRT3n^ft^ ^ ^ ftPP it g^ JffcRTTg p# f^TPf t I fP PFFc^ pit gJRt gtd gftggH HuJIdTP % PRF 
3g^> fa^IRt PR fcPT t I ?P it, Wg3TT^M gRT ggPTP % Pfi it ftwgit 3TRfigg> %?PT gTgpg ^ 

of t f^ 1 ? gp *i«pf gg ftgR gRcf^ gj&p crpm git urrft Rgif % gftr pr grtrgRR gg grgrftr * aRprtgp ^ftfegd 

•T^ PTPI gp TTg>gr £ j P? gpRR TT^H3f[f#^t £RT 3pft ^ ^TH £ I 

^RTTPsnJM pri %t? px? gM gg ^ Prfa ^ it ftftpp gpp gptgpKPT it ggmst gR% gg grpgg gg arbiter 
g^? gR#rg» p# gng gtcn t I p?t p? ^ prpt graft* #tt ft> ?gr gTfcgRp ir, ggjgg 2000 ^ xjgi?TOn^M 
& '«?0R)ci gggig MRd gvFf ^ g?^ ?r»% gtg^rg ggtggRft ?t wr! f^gi ggr sn I sig gm^r p? £ fa 
w <wiH£K! gggig g? 3renftg gg #? i^FTHan^M % #t-^t grt ^g i f^d <i>H I % ggt^TT A, 

pfe gft vTORRT git ^T gifegRR fifRI ?#^R fW RTPT ^ ctt ^t P^Rt 

^Igf ^WM gR-t git g|RJ eVll gft 3fM ’JgdH ftjgj gg g?T t I gfcT g? 3lfrftgg RPTcT 3P?A ggtggB# ^ 

<RJc^ gg Ht, ^ifgiM % gcfalg g^gi git 'fgggtf^g ^t 3FTg?ggKtT |, Rt T?g> 3T<gg g^gi glgRI gg 

pnrpTf i gf^ ^jg^t ijm git! gRng gg^t gRto I tit f?r grfagRR ifR? 3iggj^ g^ gngpg gf^gr gg 
cgfgcH gRit Ritt ggtgtggt ^ w?i fogr xgKjgT ! gtfgM ggRP % ggVgg ^ dtifg4t^t ^t ggjgTg gfflf> [ g> ger 
^ 5fR P^Rt ggg?t ft)PT ggr t ] 


ggffc? ggl^R, ^cT PFt it 30|4l4t ^^Rt gg g?Rfg t f ipofR^gR g)TI t ftp P ctr^pM ^) pgtfTg ^ 

3?R p ?>t SH^'H31l4'{tt<^ % gggR it, “^T g^e ^ ^ PT ^tgig" gftifcjfe % tefg git| 3Tcfg cR SfffeRjfad g5t g^ 
^ ! P^ft 1 tyglRf3IT^#^t % p#) f^PT f ft) pggR 4 “^g? Tt PI# pgj’’ #) fcR g? PT# if FPRTT ^R 

^ RT^t, g? P? p^t fesrT MI f^ PRHP *t Tfgptp gpTcR % ftgj girf 3TeFT gg ftptftg g?t g^ t I P? gg) 

P2P t f^ TT^T3n^M %■ ggpRT ^ 3T7^fM g^tp^f % fax* Wfer pg tp ftf^r #rr % t fWt pr^r pt^ 

t $vl TP / gR^R PI^ pg? % gPTRP PPlfer t I P? 5ft PP PROP it PT^ ^ / ^g) ^ PT# % f^TJ 

pg> PRg gg pppw t f^g p? pg 3 tt^M ^p?t gg rpxpr^ % fcrg f^rnfftp p^t 11 m mnit, gpgwrf#it 
3?tg ^gp4^ ^ p? PR f fe pt^ it ag^fM g??pp ^ fexj gg 3g?pp gg t I 
gpTP^n^fM % ^tgj ^t Pwt’esi t^PT t iRi Pwlf^d g^oP fcfftgp prpr p^t ^ i Tjp\jg?3nf#2t g? 

ggpgi g^gp pgp^g % gfir pp»t % ftpr, f^ftgp gf^#rpf % foR fetf^p %pi gpr i I grp 

git itt g^tg)R f^PT PtTPT Plflg f^> ppgpapl^t SRI gpTPP # RPig RFt PTet pggRP ^t ^ptt PTTPP #? gpld-ttp 

?mp % appR gg yvjog) grr ftpkp ftrgr ppt pi I gggg, ppr rrI pi^ pp?pr git fWr cirnp argpg git 
ggrftp gltg ppjpr g^gj ^t ggiftp g^py I prpp it, pr-rp ftf^FP gpp ftf^pp gggg / p^rr stppt % 
pgggjgt git gf^fpiftp PRxt t, gg-PP p? gitfef^TP gpp Rimf gg gpgpp ggRt / pfst gpRt 4 gv i kd prpi 

g<g t i 


pt^ ^ ?t. p? p§p gw t ft? pi^ ^ an4#^t gR^rpf % gggpp % ftp?, grfegRR ^rt (? p i ?p^ i jg ‘i t jt ^ 
ggpR it gi^ srhp gg ftptftp p^r gir p^ 11 

^gcg g?p p? \i<3di t ft> ^pggrut^cit §rt ^gr 3 tt?tp % ftgj sgpRp gg pi ^rtt^t gRi pjpfp gg ^fttRtgp t 
sftg did It pt gpt Ppg>t 3 tp ^t xgi 'WgKit ^ I gpggf3n^?fr^t ^ pg^gg ft>Pi ^ ft> pg^ 1999 it gFpgg 
ft>gp afrg pfafafi} % gRi gRRg ftgc^pg gggp ft>pr *p l pprt aif^gg fcrarrpr t ft> g? gfibgi ftRigit gfcpft 
pgw 2000 it ^pg'PPIT^gM 5f^gg) % p?itpp it ^ aft, pi^ 2000 ^ PP 3TRWT ^ sft PR TPRT3?lfgtt^t ^ y^Jcg) it 
gRftpg % ftnj ot^pp ftrPT pt I igft ftpft ^ tjp^grsfT^^t p? ^?pt ft? pg?i 1999 ir pp ftf?u «n, St^ 
pit ptp pgpi t 13?gi ggpfp % gpp gpi?p3TT^t gRT gg^p piptpip aggig if pIp ^ pri / Pri ^ gR^pgf gg 
31 'i*JH # gnftgg pt I ^t 3ig ir g?gpp t^xj gp% pt^ Tnfgtt^t gR^pgt gg srpt ptpiptp ^^p i p 

3ftg app gggp pit ftfPT ap I apgrgr, P5 30 *hh gR^r % fto? ftr gpT arap-3TeR % ftp? 

pit gnpg-mftg aft, fgri pg-pftftfepR rtpp gggp pf g?r # t g^d* i 16% git gppFP |f^, pfef git 

PPP PR gf cTTPP / ftrftp ftarftr % 3TMg gg 3TJPP git P^ aft, P ft> 3RTP-3TcTP pg pftftftgR cPPP % ftogtt 
fi^g p ^>3T!P R gg I grift ppiftd ^po? x?pxfgT3p^gM SRT gpp att, ftrftpp pg-pftftfept *t gr^ fg ftrftrp 
pg gp ftqfgR T^t pg? A SROPT’f Pft PtPI PPT I pajrft Pdfid gPToTP gT^Pgt % gpTcH gp 3Ttgftv|* PTP ^cT 
PT^ it gdgpdji4'dl<^ ^RT ysftdd I^PT t sfR ftftfp ^tPT gp ^tp PTP ^l?d<tt^ gRT IPP ?tpT % I gptgPT3lt % 
<ffegitR ^ ^ FPTdP % fto? vp?p^)<^ git ^PPTP gRct f I ^ PTP^ it, PP-Pftft^TPR 5PPP gP PH^g gp PfTPT 
t I f^llfdd 3JPRP pg % 3?rto *t ftr^f gR^ ftp? p pt vi)i?d4)4t ^ 3ftg P #■ gpgg?3TTfgtt^t % Pg? pgp gp 
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(vi) 


(vH) 


(vii?) 


(be) 


ftgywgygafaerrt | ^ 3, g? grtey^r gy % 3frft<g gg 3 tt^r ^ farfo 3 yrd %, ^fay 

I 



«?[ ^?T yl&q>^l 3 ygyf d g? frigid y^faR gR fapjl $ % y?gR gfafafe 

^ 3ffaR> d*TT I ggTfc? $fa BRT JJgRR ynj-fg jWIgfH 
zfc % fafl? aRpHMoPT gsf fWftd gft ^ aft i gyfa xHyngr, g? y<TR u ? dw>ifaM» ^ 

3ic Pf an gd fa gfafa n TtefHR^ % nr*fa* * ^ *r yt ywifar ftftm ytarat % afaft^ gfaryr 

SKI 3lfdfaft{ yfa<{ # JJqM gft ^Tdt aff i gTg A fq<nfad d^<M JgJpH <t)l4Plfe % <bRUT gfe fafad 

^1 % fan? q^HH ysyo^j «jiej ^fHI t d y<t>K % «Ce»^ gft fag - fag efal<i*f ydJd*1 gRT ggrT faRjf g>t 

w%a^grcf^ #Tr^Tfe ? I ?yr yM *t, ^f gp^ ^ ygyyF3n^#d ?>t aR ^r ^jgiftd gRT ggfarg dfat 

% ^ V^fT3fl|^M gRT gygfg % 3ffKR W% ftfag iffas gy %gfafa 4*»gfld gRffaj g^r cfa gft 

yl g <E gyq > gff W<M^| ^T Wcfl I fff Tj! *R y^ RTTgfa? RFf ^ 3fTW^ff £ dR g*f 

3ngr? yy <yfad ^ y^r wi fa gg g>fand %gyr, *?gi?yT3nfyfr£t gRT bbh? gi? sr?g yy yy t jfayg ygn gR% 
fa&y?iifaT$ 1 


wr yw sto%g fa4fapnM%gr^q g^at gm gyg yfrBii fta M iw % 

^fn ^ g^si^T g^cf 'fd grqi frrcr£r gar ^ ^ ^ f^fed ^M^ldi t . ftpg 

16 % ^ ^ ^«re 2000 ^ ^1 «t^rt ^ ^RT3n|^d gm ^ gy rfh f^dwv 2002 

b<?> 3R^3 i d®#r % bb^s fW t ^ xf? ftrf?R?R dw^ % ff t sfk 

vjd^ «t«m<ll Vilf5ri ^ fcT^ 3P^% TFfFT SRFgd Wt d t I ^’l^d^ll^cEl 3^ ddt % gRT ^ ^ ‘ g P R? 

% 3ftr Ab«t)4d: B d fag 3Rd % ZH 7]^r % fa B^fa 3 fa ^ tr^cr ^gtff^ /_ tZf^pEU 

jfl'jjj? ^1 

^ fa 'W’tH* dg*id g? wi xifcwifl g?t a^rfcT ^ ^ t I ytR gw?#-4 ^rsry 

jntefadWT^dt I gyt 3TRWT ^ 5RI ^ y i fa frT "! § ^ 3T5dgB TTFU 

W an I ?1? Bd fa fappftd ufa TTTfa^ JIT^RR^ ^ ^ d y^fa, fay ^5 XT^J 

^y d, 3<i^Pi4) yrftfe 4 faiffar y^c^ fajfay oqq-p^ ^ tjtoR ^ft Bd fagr l diwd 4 , ^ d 
y^rar gyyyy yry^dr ^Rrr 1 3^r yfairtPRy ^ ^Firf-jPTfg y^fal % tttczrt yt jrafan yy brt ^ f d ^ 
«<iHtp yp? ^ ftPtq*td ?b ^?TcTi ^ I farfad ^ yid^ dy w ^yr gifiS^yrgfa^n t fa 

WH?r gy yy sndt yr^yfcT srb ^y ^ I ?yr fcRei^r ^ crffrfcT fayft y» 3 ^r ^ 5 ^ 

^fayg % 3mra ^ ^yr sr^yhr ^ y^fayy ^ fa?n ^ yr^n I 

ddysft gRT Bc^<a fa yy fafwt % fayrr ym^r t fa, ^ ^tfaR s>fac* m d, ymPfa {y^ $ gar ^) ^ 
Byyi*T <rK<«^ ^3rr?ft3RRafefi czrb^ # d^<w ydfoHxj^5 Prafardcfftftr$ 1 fyr jrr^i 
^ 4^ fflfa a>^ qwld fag 1 w t, B»fa farfcT ^ % $oT ^ ^ 3fT^#^1 ^F^R Jf^WH gfcfftfe ^ gy 

wti 3fty Byfa ag ^of ^*lfad gfaB gy w^lfad gR^%f^3n^-3R^gydTgctgR^y^^tfaynTf^fa,wi^ 
<t»fdi dd cf^K-il % fag 5>nfa«> d^r I g?f ^ By^yg gR^ gft 3H<jv^*di b# fa jRdifar g^ yfar? ggR 
dt cn^^yTg^^^w'lfaddd^Efifar 1 :.. 


10 -1 ^^ iR»ihwih, #? B>?y fa? gir <my^r afry ywg fasny faf^ % anany gy qg grfegR^r ^yr yn^g 

sn^yfrd '^faiKifi ^ fapfad % fan? B=fa §rt ggfard gFdfa % faR B=fa gRT ^?h gyt gfa 4 tpryyran^yfrd ^ arggRRi 

^gfa^r^faarfa^Tdt 1 


10 -2- ^T^yr3n|#d 3sfly fa?yfad gfr yryng d ^ £ fa % 3n|yft# gvdfa % fan? grayr gyjf ^ yrgfad ywrafapr yrfad, ^yr 

^ ^ iKidi ^ 3fypf g\f farfftd ^y^ % fap? artRi-BTw gyerg ^«tr sm? I 


st.^t. q fftT ra re , 3&m 

[fa^myryiMV/143/03/aRyjL] 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 28th January, 2004 

No.TAMP/74/2003-JNPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts 
Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the reference made by the 
Nhava Sheva International Container Terminal Limited (NSICT) regarding payment of dues by Jawaharlal 
Nehru Port Trust (JNPT) for the containers handled by NSICT for JNPT at the NSICT railside ICD facilities 
as in the order appended hereto. 

SCHEDULE 

No. TAMP/74/20Q3-JNPT 

The Nhava Sheva International Container * nn| . an , 

Terminal Pvt. Ltd. (NSICT) Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 20th day of January 2004) 

Terminal Limited (NSICT) regarding*'payment^dueT i ^ !^ h f V ! a M Sheva ,nternati °nal Container 
containers handled by NSICT for JNPT atJhe NSICT railsldelcD'fadlities.^™ ^ ^ (JNPT) f ° r * he 


The main points made by the NSICT are as follows* 

November 2000 NS ' CT ^ ’«% upwards vide its order dated 7 

h theSameWay38 Webi " tbeshippin9lines - 
behalf of Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust ° 3PPly *° th ® b ° Xes handled by NSICT on 

JNPTboxef 5 aPPr ° Ved by TAMP f ° r NS,CT app '- t0 all our customers including 
2.2. The NSICT has requested this Authority to confirm their interpretation 

commentsThe^S 2^^ STSdh ^ i,S <" Tha 


(i) . 

(ii) . 

(iii) . 

(iv) . 


JNPT 


Mo,I he commen cement of terminal operation by 

oLSxT AprN 1999 and i° int ICD operation of 
NSICT/JNPT from the beginning has been started in 

respect of trains discharging/loading. Both the 
terminals handle ICD containers (Inbound as well as 
Out bound) belonging to each other at their rail 
sidings when a train is placed 


NSICT 


Agreed. 


2. Presently JNPT is having 6 rail tracks for ICD 
handling, out of which 1,2,6 and 8 are being handled 

T 3nd rad track No ’ 4 and 5 are bein 9 used by 

iNolty ! . 


3. Train from any ICD destination carrying inbound 
containers for JNP/NSICT is placed on the available 
tracks. When a train is placed at NSICT carrying 
export container for both the terminals, such export 
containers are discharged from the rakes by the 
RMGCs deployed by NSICT and the containers 
unloaded by the equipment are placed on Tractor 
Trailers deployed by NSICT/JNPT for transportation of 
containers belonging to respective terminals. 
Similarly for loading of trains, containers are fed by 
the respective terminals using their Tractor-Trailers up 
to the railhead, which are subsequently loaded on to 
the trains by using NSICT equipments. The process 
is reverse when a train is placed at JNPT. This 
practice has been followed for optimum use of railway 
tracks and rolling stocks. _ 


Agreed. 


Agreed. 













[qPTM— 


TTSTTaf: STONR 0 ! 


9 
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NSICT 

6. Since JNPT has entered into an agreement 
with NSICT for establishing a separate 
container terminal by providing all 
infrastructure facilities, the treatment of NSICT 
towards JNPT on the same line of terminal- 
user relationship pattern is not appreciable. 
This point may kindly be taken into account 
while taking decision in this regard 

6. The argument of JNPT that NSICT's tariff should not 
apply to JNPT since JNPT is the licencee is incorrect. 

In our opinion the TAMP tariff is applicable to all the 
users of the seivice including the Ports, which is strictly 
the matter under review and clarification with TAMP. 


4. 

Authority. 


A ... A hearin9 in ^ is 6386 was held on 24 November 2003 at the office of the 
At the joint hearing, the following submissions were made. 


Nhava Sheva International Container Terminal 


0). We bill JNPT for ICD handling as per approved tariff. We charge JNPT as per truck / 
yard rate. K 

(ii). JNPT is also bound by SOR notified by TAMP. 

(in). We know TAMP cannot adjudicate on individual representations. That is why we have 
sought clarification. 

( iv) . whether the box is for NSICT or JNPT is not relevant. In a mixed train, we handle 

JNPT boxes also. Our cost of handling would not change. Therefore JNPT should 
pay them the same tariff. 

(v) . We have no mutual agreement with JNPT on the rate to be charged for this operation. 

(vi) . Not claiming at a higher rate till Oct 2002 is a clerical error. We have our daim.placed 

before JNPT. Since October 2002 we have sent supplementary bill based on 464/-. 

Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust 


JNPT /NSICT does billing based on excess containers. When NSICT bills on excess 
containers, Rs.400/- per TEU was charged by them till October 2002. 

We charge users Rs.400/- as per our SOR. How can we pay Rs.464/- to NSICT for 
the same box? , 


(m). Let JNPT recover from customers and likewise NSICT recover directly for ICD 
operation irrespective of terminal to / from which the containers are booked. 


- ■ As decided at the joint hearing, the JNPT was advised to submit written 

the following points: 


submission 


on 


(i) Confirmation whether the rate for operation yard to truck / truck to 
yard is only for lift on / lift of. 

(ii) . Chronological details of billing for ICD handling between NSICT and JNPT. This 

should, inter alia, contain the number of containers handled by JNPT and NSICT for 
each other and the unit rate claimed and details regarding actual claim made bv NSICT 
at higher rates. 

in response, the JNPT has furnished the following details: 

(i) . CONCOR brings mixed rakes to JN Port Trust. The activity of handling ICD containers 

by the JNPT and NSICT on behalf of each other is in existence since April 1999. 

(ii) . NSICT made its first claim in January 2000 for handling ICD boxes of JNPT on NSICT 

rail lines 4 & 5 as per JNPT tariff for the period April 1999 to December 1999, 





[Hmin—^r^4] __ wqflwre: a rer POT _•"_ u 


(iii) . With the approval of the competent authority, a mutual agreement came into force and 

accordingly it was decided to charge Rs.400/- for 20’ containers and Rs.600 for 40' 
containers by NSICT and JNPT for the boxes handled at their respective rail lines. 

(iv) . The tariff for providing the service at JNPT and NSICT was identical till October 2000. 

TAMP notified in November 2000 a separate tariff for NSICT with 16% increase as 
compared to JNPT tariff. Accordingly, the lift on / lift off rates as per NSICT tariff for 
I CD handling became applicable at the rate of Rs.464/- for 20 containers and Rs.696 
for 40 containers. 

(v) . NSICT paid for all bills raised by JNPT for handling ICD containers from April 1999 to 

October 2002 without adjustments for increased tariff. The NSICT paid for bills raised 
by JNPT for handling ICD containers from November 2002 to October 2003 after 
withholding amount towards differential tariff. This unilateral adjustment Is without the 
consent of JNPT. The withheld amount is Rs.40.40 lakhs. 

(vi) . NSICT raised the dispute for first time only in October 2002. It has also raised a debit 

note for Rs.23.54 lakh towards 16% differential tariff for the period April 2001 to 
September 2002. 


(vii). The dispute is against the spirit of agreement and 16% increase sought is not 
acceptable to JNPT. NSICT has been requested to take up the matter with CONCOR 
for replacement of dedicated rakes. NSICT has stated that it would charge JNPT at 
16% higher rates as per their tariff and JNPT might advise CONCOR not to place 
boxes pertaining to JNPT at NSICT. CONCOR has expressed in various forums that it 
would be difficult for them to place dedicated trains. 


(viii). The agreement which was in force can be revised only with the consent of both the 
parties. There is no revised agreement yet in force to accommodate 16% increase. 
The fact that NSICT has continued to handle JNPT boxes confirms that they have not 
terminated the agreement. Even if they wanted to charge JNPT 16% higher rates they 
would have referred the matter to TAMP in October 2002, which they have referred 
now. 

(ix) . The NSICT has made payments to JNPT as per the existing rates for the months of 

February 2003, August 2003 and September 2003. 

(x) . JNPT is recovering from shipping lines at Rs.400 for 20’ container and Rs.600 for 40’ 

containers as part of composite tariff applicable for “from Container yard to railway flat 
or vice versa (ICD containers rail only Rs.1300 TEU), and it will be highly unfair if JNPT 
has to pay NSICT at Rs.464 for 20’ containers and Rs.696 for 40’ containers for similar 
services rendered. 

(xi) . The NSICT has charged from shipping lines at Rs.464 for 20' container and Rs.696 for 

40’ container since November 2000 whereas they haye paid JNPT at Rs.400 and 
Rs.600 for 20’ & 40’ containers respectively on rail lines operated by JNPT. 

(xii) . The mutually agreed arrangement to charge at Rs.400 and Rs.600 for 20’ & 40’ 

container respectively for ICD handling is to be made binding on NSICT. It would be 
unfair for JNPT to pay NSICT more than what JNPT recovers from Shipping lines for 
boxes handled at rail lines 4 & 5. 

(xiii). If TAMP allows NSICT to charge 16% more from JNPT as per NSICT tariff, it may be 
allowed only with prospective effect. In such case, the differential tariff on account of 
ICD containers pertaining to JNPT handled on NSICT line No: 4 & 5 needs to be 
recovered by JNPT from respective shipping lines. 


6.1 Likewise, the NSICT, as decided at the joint hearing, was advised to furnish 

clarification explaining the estimates for ICD handling furnished by them and whether receipts on 
account of handling of JNPT containers on rail was calculated at the rate now being claimed by the 
NSICT in their tariff proposal submitted to this Authority which was disposed of through the tanff order 
dated 7 November 2000. 





12 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part IH—--Sec. 4] 


6- 2. The NSICT has made the following points: 

(i) . NSICT had considered additional revenue arising from lift on / lift off and transportation 

at rail head while submitting the revenue projections. 

(ii) . The unescalated financial projections indicating the revenue analysis by container type 

and activity were submitted on 9 July 1999 and this is the basis on which TAMP 
deliberated and passed the order for revised tariff of NSICT, effective from 15 
November 2000. 

7- The Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust has subsequently furnished the following additional 
comments: 

(i) . In the approved tariff of the NSICT no rate has been specified for ICD rail handling from 

truck to rail flat or vice versa. The approved rate is for total ICD operation consisting of 
the rail flat to truck, transportation up to yard and truck to yard for export containers and 
vice versa for import containers at Rs.1508 for 20' container and Rs.2262 for 40' 
container. This consolidated rate is described in the NSICT tariff as ‘yard to rail / rail to 
yard for ICDs only.’ 

(ii) . As per the cost statements submitted by NSICT, as a part of their application to TAMP 

for tariff revision, there is no separate income indicated for ICD rail handling for ‘rail flat 
to truck or vice versa.’ 

(iii) . No tariff has been separately notified by TAMP either for JNPT or for NSICT for the 

activity ‘rail flat to truck or vice versa.’ 

(iv) . The approved rate specified in NSICT tariff for the activity ‘yard to truck / truck to yard’ 

is Rs.464/- for 20' container and Rs.696 for 40’ container. This rate is not applicable 
for the activity ‘rail flat to truck or vice versa.’ 

(v) . The mutually agreed rate of Rs.400 for 20’ container and Rs.600’ for 40’ container for 

the activity ‘rail flat to truck or vice versa’ should be levied by JNPT and NSICT for the 
ICD boxes handled by them on behalf of each other. 

(vi) . The Authority may kindly concur with the existing mutually agreed rates of Rs.400/- for 

20' container and Rs.600 for 40’ container. 

8 - In the meanwhile, the Mumbai and Nhava-Sheva Ship-Agents’ Association (MANSA) 
has requested to consider the application of NSICT only after consulting the users since users will have 
to pay more to JNPT if NSICT’s claim is admitted by this Authority. 

9 - With reference to the totality of the information collected during the processing of the 
case, the following position emerges: 

(i) . This case is initiated based on a reference made by the NSICT about the applicability 

of a rate reportedly derived from its Scale of Rates to JNPT when the relevant service 
is availed by JNPT. As explained by the NSICT, this reference is from a port operator 
and cannot be treated as representation from individual parties. 

(ii) . The existing Scale of Rates of the NSICT was fixed by this Authority vide its Order 

dated 7 November 2000 relying on an analysis of the estimated cost and financial 
position for the year 2000-01 and 2001-02 as represented by the NSICT. Following the 
usual tariff validity cycle of two years adopted, the existing tariff at the NSICT had fallen 
due for review in November 2002. NSICT has not responded in this regard so far. In 
this backdrop, considering the reference made by the NSICT about its Scale of Rates 
which has lost its initial validity, cannot be taken to be an incidental approval of this 
Authority to the continuance of the said Scale of Rates. This case is limited to the 
reference now made by the NSICT. 



[m-5^4] 
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(lv). 


(v). 


The request of MANSA to consult various port users before deciding the reference 
made by the NSICT does not appear very relevant. It Is relevant here to mention that 
all concerned users were consulted by this Authority before prescribing the revised 
Scale of Rates of NSICT in November 2000. The limited issue now is whether a rate 
derived based on the revised Scale of Rates will govern the transaction between JNPT 
and NSICT. For argument sake, if the contention of the NSICT is accepted by this 
Authority, the JNPT may have to pay to NSICT more than what is being paid now. If 
JNPT decides to recover such additional costs from its users, the existing tariff of JNPT 
needs to be adjusted which will be a separate tariff case. If such a proposal is 
submitted by JNPT then all users will be consulted following the usual consultation 
process adopted by this Authority. For the purpose of present case, the JNPT is the 
only relevant party and they have been consulted. 


The operation in reference is handling of ICD containers at the rail yard. The JNPT has 
emphatically pointed out that no separate rate has been notified either in JNPT Scale 
of Rate or NSICT Scale of Rate for the activity ‘rail flat to truck or vice versa’. Even 
though the NSICT has argued that rate prescribed in its Scale of Rate for ‘truck to yard’ 
is applicable for the operation at the rail yard, it could not show that a separate rate for 
the operation in reference is prescribed in the Scale of Rates. It is a fact that the rate 
for ICD containers prescribed in the NSICT Scale of Rate is for a composite service 
covering the operations from container yard to rail / rail to container yard. It is also true 
that a separate rate for yard to truck / truck to yard is available in the SOR but th&Tate 
is not prescribed to be applicable for ICD containers. In any case, both NSICTtand 
JNPT have conceded that the rate for ICD container handling at the rail yartf is a 
derived one. 


The NSICT has correctly pointed out that tariff prescribed by TAMP is not equipment 
specific. The tariff at the NSICT are prescribed for different activities without any 
explicit reference to the equipment used. But, it has to be recognized that the capital 
and operation cost of the equipment envisaged to be deployed in operation by the 
NSICT had formed the basis for prescribing the tariff. As such, the type of equipment 
deployed will influence the cost factor and, hence, the tariff. As a matter of fact, this 
Authority has been revising handling charges / hire charges at different port trusts 
when the port trusts replace equipment of different nature / higher capacity. 


Be that as it may, it is very.clear that no separate rate for handling of ICD containers at 
the rail yard is prescribed by this Authority in the Scale of Rate of NSICT. 


The next question arises is whether the rate derived by NSICT, or for that matter JNPT, 
is reasonable and if so, whether it can be ratified now. The NSICT has indicated that it 
has furnished revenue analysis by container type and activity in July 1999. Our 
records show that the proceedings which culminated in revision of NSICT tariff in 
November 2000 was initiated in March 2000 when the NSICT filed its application for 
tariff revision. That being so, reference made by the NSICT to a communication stated 
to have been sent in July 1999 does not appear correct. The traffic forecast furnished 
by the NSICT alongwith its proposal included only an estimate of ship to yard / yard to 
rail containers. It did not furnish separately the traffic forecast and, hence, income 
forecast of ICD containers expected to be handled by it on behalf of JNPT. Further, 
there was no sub-activity wise costing furnished at that time to assess whether rates for 
individual activities were cost based. The general increase of 16% in tariff was 
allowed based on the cost / financial position for the terminal as a whole and not based 
on any analysis of individual sub-activity-wise costing. Since ail the services 
envisaged were provided by the NSICT, prescription of composite rate covering various 
sub-activities was not found totally unjustified. Nevertheless, in the operation in 
reference, containers are partly handled by NSICT at the rail yard and the balance of 
the composite service is provided by JNPT. From the point of view of users, they pay, 
to the JNPT for the entire operation. In such a case, sub-activity wise costing assumes 
significance. No such detail is furnished by JNPT and NSICT to justify the derived rate 
in question. In this backdrop, this Authority is not in a position to assess the 
reasonableness of the derived rate and, therefore, agree to that. 
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(vi) . Referring to an Order about fixing charges for inter terminal handling of the 

transshipment containers at JNPT and NSICT, the NSICT has argued that this 
Authority has already accepted the principle that tariff of NSICT for similar activity will 
be higher than the JNPT. It is true that separate rates for JNPT and NSICT for a joint 
operation were prescribed in that case. Further, that case was slightly different from the 
instant one because some extra services were to be performed by the terminal 
operators in addition to the composite services originally envisaged in case of the 
relevant transhipment containers, if an existing tariff for a composite service is to be 
split due to joint operation methodology evolved subsequently, then such a bifurcation 
should be made commensurate with the extent of services provided by the respective 
terminal operators. In this context, the argument made by JNPT about NSICT 
collecting higher composite box rate as per its Scale of Rates even in case of ICD 
boxes handled by JNPT on behalf of NSICT at the rail yard cannot be brushed aside 
lightly. This important issue needs to be frontally addressed and cannot be kept 
pending to be sorted out later on the ground that this proceedings relate only to offer 
clarification on the question raised by NSICT. 

(vii) . The JNPT’s claim of mutual agreement has been totally refuted by the NSICT. The 

JNPT could not provide any evidence to show that a written mutual agreement exists. 
But, it has produced copies of the bills raised by the NSICT to show that billing 
continued at the original level upto September 2002 even though the tariff increase of 
16% was allowed to NSICT in November 2000. The NSICT has, however, pointed out 
that it was a lapse due to the clerical error and it has already raised its demand for 
arrears. The actions taken by both NSICT and JNPT give only confusing signals and 
do not prove or disprove conclusively whether any mutual arrangement existed 
between them. 

(viii). The JNPT has mentioned that the mutually agreed rate has been introduced with the 
approval of the competent authority. In the matter relating to port tariff, the competent 
authority is TAMP. No approval of this Authority has been sought by the JNPT before 
introducing the rate in reference. We do not know why a Statutory Authority like JNPT 
has not followed the tariff setting arrangement prescribed in the relevant Statute before 
introducing any new rate even if such rate is a derived one. As a matter of fact, it is of 
great regulatory concern when two dominant service providers enter into an agreement 
among themselves and pass on the resultant cost effect through tariff to their users. 
The JNPT has casually requested this Authority to concur with the existing mutually 
agreed rates. For the reasons explained in this analysis, this request cannot be 
accepted in the absence of any justification provided by either side. 

(ix). From the points made by both the parties, it appears that joint operation at rail yard 
may be a regular feature since CONCOR has reportedly expressed its inability to place 
dedicated trains. In view of the position emerging in this case as explained above, it is 
appropriate for both the terminals to take immediate action to formulate their proposals 
for prescribing rate for ICD containers handling activity at the rail yard and adjust the 
consolidated box rate suitably. It is needless to mention that the proposed rates should 
be justified with reference to cost of providing the service. 


10.1. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application of 

mind, this Authority is not in a position to confirm the contention of the NSICT about the rate derived by 
them for the containers handled by them for JNPT at the NSICT railside ICD facilities 


10.2. The NSICT and JNPT are advised to come up with their proposals for fixing separate 

0 rate for the operation at the rail yard with suitable adjustments in the box rates for ICD containers. 


A. L. BONGIRWAR, Chairman 
[No. ADVT./I I l/IV/143/03/Exty.] 
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